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Hard Soft
Increasing storage capacity (reservoirs, dams)
Desalination of sea water
Water transfer
Ground water use
Expansion of rain-water storage
Virtual water imports
Resource allocation
Improve water productivity/efficiency via pricing or subsidies:
• domestic: water-based sanitation, consumption patterns
• industry: water use, recycling ratios, withdrawals Table 3 ). Existing studies report that the per capita water consumption continued to increase or stabilised since the 1980s, while simulation results of this study indicate that it is currently uncertain whether per capita water consumption is showing a long-term downward trend, or simply a temporary decrease (Figure 1) . In other words, the current model runs are unable to determine whether the rate of population growth has exceeded water consumption growth (decreasing per capita water consumption) or vice versa.
Supplementary The present results indicate that since the 1950s-1960s, the population under water scarcity increased very rapidly, both in absolute terms and relative to total population. This is in line with the findings of existing literature 6, 7, 8 . The findings of this study differ in estimated population under scarcity as both dimensions of water scarcity were included to the current assessment. While previous studies found that 17-19% (10-12%) of the population was under water shortage 7, 8 (water stress 6, 8 ) in 1960 and 45-50%(28-34%) in 2000, current results indicate that total population under water scarcity (shortage and/or stress) was somewhat larger (24% and 58%, respectively; see Supplementary Table 4) . However, when assessing the results separately for water stress and water shortage, they agree rather well with the existing literature 6, 7 (Supplementary Table 4 ). It should be noted that some of the differences might be explained by slightly different reference years. As we use ten-year average figures, the results represent the years 1965 and 1985, which we compared to the years 1960 and 1980 in the literature. There are also some methodological differences, such as analysis unit and model selection, which might also explain part of the disagreement.
